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BANKRUPTCY JUDGESHIP SURVEY 
 
 The Judicial Conference is required to recommend to Congress from time to time the 
number of bankruptcy judges needed in each district.  28 U.S.C. § 152(b)(2).  The Committee on 
the Administration of the Bankruptcy System (Bankruptcy Committee) assists the Conference in 
meeting this statutory obligation by conducting national bankruptcy judgeship needs surveys and 
making recommendations to the Conference.  A 1991 Conference policy specifies that these 
surveys be conducted every two years and sets out a number of workload factors that should be 
considered in assessing a circuit’s request for additional bankruptcy judgeships.  JCUS-MAR 91, 
pp. 12-13.   
 
 In September 2010, the Conference adopted new case weights for assessing a district’s 
judicial workload and bankruptcy judgeship needs.  JCUS-SEP 10, pp 8-9.  The 2010 case 
weights were developed by the Federal Judicial Center at the Bankruptcy Committee’s request, 
using data derived from a 2008-2009 diary time study.  The Conference also consolidated its 
policies concerning assessment of additional judgeship needs, the continuing need for existing 
judgeships, and the conversion of existing temporary judgeships to permanent status in 2010.  
JCUS-SEP 10, pp. 8-9.  Most recently, during its September 2014 session the Judicial 
Conference approved a modification of the case-weighting system used in assessing each 
district’s judicial workload and the need for bankruptcy judgeship resources to include an 
adjustment for mega chapter 11 cases.  JCUS-SEP 14, p. 6.  
 
 Under Judicial Conference policy, if a district’s annual weighted caseload per authorized 
judgeship is 1,500 weighted filings or more, the district will receive consideration for an 
additional judgeship.  Recognizing that other factors can also necessitate additional judgeships, 
consideration is given to: the nature and mix of the court’s caseload; historical caseload data and 
filing trends; geographic, economic, and demographic factors in the district; the effectiveness of 
case management efforts by the court; and the availability of alternative solutions and resources 
for handling the court’s judicial workload.   
 
 Requests to convert existing temporary judgeships to permanent status are evaluated from 
the same perspective as the assessment of requests for additional judgeships, using the same 
weighted caseload standard of 1,500 weighted filings per judgeship and the same additional 
factors.  If a district with a temporary judgeship were to lose that judgeship, and the resulting 
per-judgeship weighted filings in that district would met or exceed 1,500, it is considered to be 
evidence of the need to convert the temporary judgeship to permanent status and the Bankruptcy 
Committee then considers the additional factors in making the final recommendation.   
 
  



2017 BANKRUPTCY RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
 On behalf of the Bankruptcy Committee, the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts 
received requests for the creation of 5 additional bankruptcy judgeships in eight districts.  
Fourteen bankruptcy courts requested conversion of 16 temporary judgeships to permanent 
status, and one bankruptcy court requested an extension of its temporary judgeship.   
 
 Each bankruptcy judgeship request received by the Bankruptcy Committee was formally 
approved by the respective circuit council before the Committee met in December 2016.  The 
requests and reports relating to each requesting bankruptcy court were analyzed by the 
Committee’s Subcommittee on Judgeships (Subcommittee).  The Subcommittee’s analyses and 
final recommendations were developed using data for the 12-month period ending September 30, 
2016, the most recent data available at the time of their review.  In addition to considering each 
court’s weighted filings per authorized bankruptcy judgeship, a variety of other factors 
(including the nature and mix of the caseload, geography, and the local economy) were reviewed 
before the Subcommittee submitted its recommendations to the full Bankruptcy Committee.   
 
 The Bankruptcy Committee voted unanimously to approve four requests for additional 
permanent judgeships and 14 requests for conversion of the temporary judgeships to permanent 
status.  These requests were approved based upon a combination of the 1,500 weighted caseload 
threshold and on the other factors noted above. At its March 2017 meeting, the Judicial 
Conference approved the recommendation to create four additional bankruptcy judgeships and to 
convert of 14 temporary bankruptcy judgeships to permanent status.   



BANKRUPTCY JUDGESHIP RECOMMENDATIONS 
OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCEOF THE UNITED STATES 
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Total Current 
Bankruptcy 
Judgeships 

2017 
Judicial Conference 

Recommendation 
4 new judgeships 

14 conversions from 
T to P 

First Circuit   
Puerto Rico 2P, 2T 2 Conversions 
Third Circuit   
Delaware 1P, 5T 2P and 5 Conversions 
Fourth Circuit   
Maryland 4P, 3T 1 Conversions 
North Carolina – Eastern District 2P, 1T 1 Conversion 
Virginia – Eastern District 5P, 1T 1 Conversion 
Sixth Circuit   
Michigan – Eastern District 4P, 1T 1P and 1 Conversion 
Ninth Circuit   
Nevada 3P, 1T 1 Conversion 
Eleventh Circuit   
Florida – Middle District 8P 1P 
Florida – Southern District 5P, 2T 2 Conversions 
 

Key:  P = Permanent Judgeship 
 T = Temporary Judgeship 



 

Summary:  Given that the loss of one temporary judgeship would cause weighted filings to rise to 1,875 per 
judgeship, 25 percent above the 1,500 threshold, and that the loss of the second temporary would cause 
weighted filings to rise to 2,812 per judgeship, the caseload and other factors support a recommendation to 
convert both temporary judgeships to permanent status. 

Current Authorized Judgeships:    2 Permanent and 2 Temporary 

History of Judgeship Authorizations:    2 Permanent in 1984, Pub. L. No. 98‐353  
  1 Temporary in 1992, Pub. L. No. 102‐361 
  1 Temporary in 2005, Pub. L. No. 109‐8 
 
Lapse Date for Temporary Judgeships:    May 25, 2017 

Recalled Judges:    None 

2013 Judicial Conference Recommendation:  None  

2015 Judicial Conference Recommendation:  Convert 2 Temporary Judgeships to Permanent 

 

 

 

 

 



 



 

Summary:  One additional judgeship would reduce weighted filings to 2,376 per judgeship, and a second 
additional judgeship would reduce weighted filings to 2,079 per judgeship, 38 percent above the threshold.  
Given the caseload and other factors, there is sufficient basis to support recommending two additional 
permanent judgeships. 

In addition to the additional permanent judgeships, the conversion of all five temporary judgeships is clearly 
warranted as weighted filings would rise to 3,326 per judgeship, more than double the 1,500 per judgeship 
threshold, with the loss of just one temporary judgeship and with no additional permanent judgeships.  If the 
recommended additional permanent judgeships are authorized, the loss of even a single temporary judgeship 
would cause weighted filings to be 2,772 per judgeship, 84 percent above 1,500 per judgeship threshold.  

Current Authorized Judgeships:    1 Permanent and 5 Temporary 

History of Judgeship Authorizations:    1 Permanent in 1984, Pub. L. No. 98‐353 
    1 Temporary in 1992, Pub. L. No. 102‐361 
    4 Temporary in 2005, Pub. L. No. 109‐8 

Lapse Date for Temporary Judgeships:    May 25, 2017 

Recalled Judges:    None 

2013 Judicial Conference Recommendation:  1 Additional Temporary Judgeship and Convert 5 Temporary 
Judgeships to Permanent 

2015 Judicial Conference Recommendation:  2 Additional Permanent Judgeships and Convert 5 Temporary 
Judgeships to Permanent 

 



 



 

Summary:  Weighted filings would rise to 1,579 per judgeship with the loss of all three temporary judgeships, 
and would increase to 1,263 per judgeship if two temporary judgeships are lost. Based on the caseload and 
additional factors, there is sufficient basis to support a recommendation to convert one of the three 
temporary judgeships to permanent status.  If only one temporary judgeship is lost, weighted filings would 
remain 30 percent below the 1,500 threshold at 1,052 per judgeship.  Therefore, the caseload is not sufficient 
to recommend conversion of all three temporary judgeships. 

Current Authorized Judgeships:    4 Permanent and 3 Temporary 

History of Judgeship Authorizations:    2 Permanent in 1984, Pub. L. No. 98‐353 
  1 Permanent in 1986, Pub. L. No. 99‐554 
  1 Permanent in 1992, Pub. L. No. 102‐361 
  3 Temporary in 2005, Pub. L. No. 109‐8 

Lapse Date for Temporary Judgeships:    May 25, 2017 

Recalled Judges:    2 

2013 Judicial Conference Recommendation: Convert 2 Temporary Judgeships to Permanent  

2015 Judicial Conference Recommendation: Convert 2 Temporary Judgeships to Permanent 

 

 

 



 



 

Summary:   Given that the loss of the temporary judgeship would cause weighted filings to rise to 1,590 per 
judgeship, 6 percent above the 1,500 per judgeship threshold, the caseload is sufficient to support a 
recommendation to convert the temporary judgeship to permanent status. 

Current Authorized Judgeships:    2 Permanent and 1 Temporary 

History of Judgeship Authorizations:    2 Permanent in 1984, Pub. L. No. 98‐353 
  1 Temporary in 2005, Pub. L. No. 109‐8 

Lapse Date for Temporary Judgeships:    May 25, 2017 

Recalled Judges:    None 

2013 Judicial Conference Recommendation: Convert 1 Temporary Judgeship to Permanent 

2015 Judicial Conference Recommendation: Convert 1 Temporary Judgeship to Permanent 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 



 

Summary:  One additional judgeship would reduce weighted filings to 1,399 per judgeship.  Given the 
caseload and other factors, there is sufficient basis to support recommending one additional permanent 
judgeship. 

In addition to the additional permanent judgeship, the conversion of the temporary judgeship is warranted as 
weighted filings would rise to 2,099 per judgeship, 40 percent above the 1,500 per judgeship standard, with 
the lapse of the temporary judgeship and with no additional permanent judgeships.  If an additional judgeship 
is authorized, weighted filings would remain at 1,679 per judgeship if the temporary judgeship lapses.   
Therefore, the caseload and other factors support both an additional permanent judgeship and the conversion 
of the temporary judgeship to permanent status. 

Current Authorized Judgeships:    4 Permanent and 1 Temporary  

History of Judgeship Authorizations:    4 Permanent in 1984, Pub. L. No. 98‐353 
  1 Temporary in 2005, Pub. L. No. 109‐8 

Lapse Date for Temporary Judgeships:    May 25, 2017 

Recalled Judges:    1 

2013 Judicial Conference Recommendation: 3 Additional Permanent Judgeships and Convert 1 Temporary 
Judgeship to Permanent 

2015 Judicial Conference Recommendation: 2 Additional Permanent Judgeships and Convert 1 Temporary 
Judgeship to Permanent 

 

 



 



 

Summary:  Given that the loss of the temporary judgeship would cause weighted filings to rise to 1,394 per 
judgeship, the caseload and other factors support a recommendation to convert the temporary judgeship to 
permanent status. 

Current Authorized Judgeships:    3 Permanent and 1 Temporary 

History of Judgeship Authorizations:    2 Permanent in 1984, Pub. L. No. 98‐353 
  1 Permanent in 1986, Pub. L. No. 99‐554 
  1 Temporary in 2005, Pub. L. No. 109‐8 

Lapse Date for Temporary Judgeships:    May 25, 2017 

Recalled Judges:    1 

2013 Judicial Conference Recommendation: 2 Additional Permanent Judgeships and Convert 1 Temporary 
Judgeship to Permanent 

2015 Judicial Conference Recommendation: Convert 1 Temporary Judgeship to Permanent 

 

 

 

 

 



 



 

 

Summary:  One additional judgeship would reduce weighted filings to 1,301 per judgeship, 13 percent under 
the 1,500 threshold.  Given the caseload and other factors, there is sufficient basis to support a 
recommendation for one additional permanent judgeship. 

Current Authorized Judgeships:    8 Permanent  

History of Judgeship Authorizations:    2 Permanent in 1984, Pub. L. No. 98‐353 
  2 Permanent in 1986, Pub. L. No. 99‐554 
  4 Permanent in 1992, Pub. L. No. 102‐361 

Recalled Judges:    1 

2013 Judicial Conference Recommendation:  4 Additional Permanent Judgeships  

2015 Judicial Conference Recommendation:  2 Additional Permanent Judgeships  

 

 

 

 



 



 

Summary:  The loss of the two temporary judgeships would cause weighted filings to rise to 1,680 per 
judgeship, 12 percent above the 1,500 per judgeship threshold. As a result, there is sufficient justification to 
recommend conversion of the two existing temporary judgeship to permanent status. 

Current Authorized Judgeships:    5 Permanent and 2 Temporary  

History of Judgeship Authorizations:    3 Permanent in 1984, Pub. L. No. 98‐353 
  2 Permanent in 1992, Pub. L. No. 102‐361 
  2 Temporary in 2005, Pub. L. No. 109‐8 

Lapse Date for Temporary Judgeships:    May 25, 2017 

Recalled Judges:    None 

2013 Judicial Conference Recommendation: 1 Additional Permanent Judgeship and Convert 2 Temporary 
Judgeships to Permanent 

2015 Judicial Conference Recommendation: Convert 2 Temporary Judgeships to Permanent 

 

 

 

 



 


